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EN are fo prone to be partial in 
repreſenting their own Caſe, that 
bur little is to be preſumed from 
hearing of one {ide only. The world 
has now heard what is ſaid on the 
one ſide inthe Caſe; and on the o- 
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SEELEY ther fide, in An Account of the Ren- 
ons, why many citizens of Exon have withdrawn from 
the miniftryof Mr. Joſeph Hallet and Mr. James Peirce, 
being an anſwer to Mr. Peirce's ſtate of the caſe : and* 
therefore they may noweaſily judge where the truth 
lies. It could hardly be expected, that thoſe of the 
other ſide would have ever writen at ail, unleſs they _- 
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could have confronted my account in ſomewhat very 
+ material, which they have not ſo much as attempted; 
two things only being pretended to be miſtakes in 
the account I gave of the conference, of which I 
ſhall ſpeak by and by. The groſs charge of inju- 
ſtice in ejecting us is not denied, but only ſorrily 
excusd ; as tho they deſigned to fix ſhame upon 
themſelves and their proceedings, to juſtify my re- | 
lation of matters, and to eſtabliſh the reputation of 
the larger Account which I intend to publiſh to the | 
world, as ſoon as I can get time to finiſh it. And 
certainly he that relates his own caſe ſo fairly, as 
they of the other ſide prove T have done, may be 
depended upon for the faithfulneſs of his future a- 
counts. | Ee # 
Tre clamour which was raiſed againſt the Caſe, 
as ſoon as 'twas publiſh'd, made me, I confeſs, ex- 
pect a heavy charge to be brought againſt me for 
ſome groſs miſrepreſentation ; whereas nothing of 
this nature is pretended ;, only 'tis alleg'd that my 
account is defective, and ſome former facts are 
brought in, which I gave the reader reaſon to ex- 
ped in due time; and when they ſhall be publiſned, 
| all that he ſais concerning them ſhall be examined, 
and the whole be ſet in a clear light; ſo that the 
whole world ſhall ſeeI am able to juſtify my ſelf in 
every particular, at quite another rate than "thoſe 
whom I charge are capable of doing. 
Tus conference, and what follow'd upon it, were 
all that it was neceſſary for me to relate, in order to 
ſhew we were unjultly ejected. For as the conference 
was our trial, and the ground of all ſubſequenr pro- 
ceedings, ſo whatever was not laid to our charge 
at that conference is really nothing to the purpoſe ; 
and the equity of the ejectment does not depend up- 
on oar being. guilty, but only upon the charge of 
ſome guilt being then proved upon us. .Iſhall there- 
fore wave thoſe matters, till they ſhall fall into their 
proper places, in the larger Account. ap 30 


a 


- FP X N . "TY by = 9 P 
5 / Y 2 4 7 7 N. 8 * a 
® ” * 25 * 9 - PT [OE I 
N * 2 : = 

: * "0 . 

* . 

* 

E 7 
+ 6 : 
* 


I Auch tire the reader's patience in recounting 
the falſe ſpelling, and falſe Engliſb of the Anſwer ; but 
I write not to expoſe, the author, but to juſtify my 
ſelf in the account I have given; and therefore ſhall 
only touch upon ſuch things, as are neceſſary to be 
taken notice of. | . | 5 ; 

IT was very material to my purpoſe to take no- 
{+ tice, as I did, Caſe p. 3. © That there was no attempt 
made to charge us with denying the true and pro- 

<« per divinity of the Son of God, even in the ſenſe 

c of the miniſters article: ſo that we had not fair deal- 

« ing in that reſpect. The Anſwer makes no reply 

to this; and ſo it ought to be taken for truth. _ 

H x ſais, p. 3. Mr. Peirce confeſſes (Caſe p. 9.) 

This was the cauſe of his and Mr. Hallet's being 

removed, becauſe they would not own the Son of 

God tobe one God with the Father. But this is un- 
fair; it was becauſe we would not ſubmit to any 

unſcriptural teſt, as is plain from the Caſe. Tis 
becauſe we believe, that when Chriſt forbids us to 
call any man maſter upon earth, he forbids us to ſuf- 
fer them to impoſe a faith of their own upon us; 
and that we act contrary to his direction, when we 
tamely ſubmit our ſelves to ſuch. forms of mens de- 
viſing. Had the Gentlemen inſiſted upon my yield- 
ing to the contrary propoſition, or any unſcriptural 
propoſition whatever, as a religious teſt, I would in 
like manner have refus'd it; and this they knew be- 
forehand. So that I am remov d for no other rea- 

ſon than this, that I believe Chriſt alone has autho» 
rity to preſcribe me a rule of fait. 8 
H x ſais p. 8. The miniſters directed the citixens to 

no teſt at all, nor ſat [ſet] up am inquiſition, as Mr. 
Peirce fa/lly and unjuſtly inſinuates (p. 2.) but as any one 
may ſee, by the paper itſelf, left it diſcretionary to the 
people what they would take for ſati faction. And why 
ſuch a concern to clear the miniſters ? If theſe teſts 
are ſuch evil things, that the miniſters muſt not be 
charged with drawing them; why did the citizens, 
wt. | _ 6 
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according to his own confeſſion, uſe them ? But cer- 
tainly I had reaſon to believe, that as the citizens 
pretended to follow the advice of the ſeven mini- 
ſters, and made a teſt of their ſecond article, it wag 
by their direction. But take it in the anſwerer's 
way: was it not their deſign by the articles to try 
us, whether we would come up to their ſenſe? Whe- 
ther they intended their words ſhould be a teſt, as A 
they were uſed, or that any other unſcriptural teſt 

to the ſame purpoſe ſhould be put to us, ſigniſſes 
little; fince tis apparent they intended not we ſhould 

be tried upon evidence, but by the way of a teft, or 
inquiſition. And tho he don't like the word zeſt, yet 

I am much miſinform'd, if ſome did not beforehand 

eak of what was to be done under that name. 

As to what he ſais about the offer made us to take 
our choice out of four reſts, I ſhall confider it when 

I come to the Citizens paper, becauſe there tis ex- 
preſs d in true Engliſh. „ 

Tux world will bluſh for thoſe, who could bear 
hard upon fo excellent a man as Mr. Mitbers, and 
could refuſe to accept the declaration which®he' of- 

fer d to make in the words of Bp. Pearſon, as is men- 
tion'd in the Caſe p. 4. Their rejecting him at the 
conference ſhew'd plainly, that let a man expreſs 
his faith how he would, they would reje& him, un- 
leſs he would ſubmit to their authority to preſcribe 
words for him. Tis not my part to inquire into 
any circumſtances of the ſatisfa&tion he has given. 

I heartily wiſh he may never be uneaſy under that 
arbitrary power he has ſubmited to, and that he 
may have all the comfort and ſucceſs he can deſire. 

1 quarrel with no man for not having juſt the ſame 
apprehenſions with myſelf, provided my own li- 
berty and conſcience are not invaded; and I am 
well fatisfied, he is a man of too much good tem- 
per, ſenſe and honeſty, ever to be acceſſory to any 
attempt of that nature. e 
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I anſwer to what I ſaid of the manner in which 

TI was brought hither, he ſais, p. 9. That tis indeed 
the more ſad, that a man ſo unanimouſly call'd, and h 
well beloved, ſhould unhappily fall into errors, &c. But 

this is not proved; nor has there been the leaſt 

evidence produc'd that I am either in an error, or 

a pretended one, unleſs it be that of the ſubordina- 

tion; which if an error, is an error common to me 

and almoſt all the divines that have ever writen 
upon the ſubje&. Beſides, he do's not touch the 
matter that I alleg'd that for, viz. to ſhew the cru- 
elty, as well as injuſtice, of their now picking a 
quarrel with me, and leaving me, as much as in 
them lies, in a deſtitute condition, after they had 
with ſo much importunity brought me from a very 
quiet and comfortable ſettlement ; and that roo, 
when they pretend not to have prov'd any thing 
inſt me. I leave this upon their conſciences, 
when I hope they will come to review their conduct 
in a cooler temper. . EFT 
H x need, be at no loſs to account for my com- 

' plying with the people's invitation, rho' I have not 
changed my notions of the Trinity ſince my coming, 
For he is not able to prove any error upon me; 
nor can I imagine, why I might not flatrer my ſelf, 

that, by the bleſſing of God, my ſervice might be 
uſeful here, as well as it was elſewhere. And in- 
deed, as I from the firſt endeavour'd to preach 
practical religion with all plainneſs, without inſiſt- 
ing upon controverted ſpeculations ; no notions. of 
mine hindred either the acceptableneſs, or uſefulneſs 
of my endeavours here, till a party was form'd a- 
gain me by ſome men, whom heartily pray God 


to forgive. | 127 
I. $Atn, p. 2, © The controverſy is about explain- | 
bee jng the doctrine of the Trinity.” He ſais, *7:s a. IM 
baut explaining it away. Perhaps he may be in the 
right in ſome ſenſe ; for I confeſs, they who make 
| the Father, San, and Holy Ghoſt to be in effect but 
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one perſon, explain away the doctrine; but I hope 
they who believe them co be three perſons, and believe 
all the ſcripture ſais of each, cannot be ſo charged. 
L alleg'd, © That neither Mr. Hallet, nor J had the 
& jeaſt hand in raiſing this controverſy; and that 
© we both endeavour to ſtill it, when it made 'a 
& noiſe.” In anſwer to which he will pretend to tell 
my meaning : but I hope I may, without offence, let 
him know, that I do not thank him much for his of- 
fer d ſervice. I hope I can expreſs my meaning 
plain enough myſelf, and have done it in that 
place; and when I want one to expreſs it for me, 
he is very unlikely to be the man I ſhall pitch upon; 
becauſe he appears to me to have a very indifferent 
talent at expreſſing his own. | 
Mr. Hallet remembers not that he ever reported of me, 
that I propagated theſe notions here ; or ſaid down- 
right, that all was owing to me. And ſince he denies it, 
he cannot be an evidence againſt me. I have the more 
reaſon to believe him, becauſe I know I never gave 
him ground for any ſuch report. He owns he has 
ſaid, People reported ſo of me, and never meant to 
aſſert any thing farther. And if Mr. Hallet had ſaid 
' ſo, would you have counted it a crime in him? He 
and I are both innocent hitherto. | 
H x goes on, and endeavours to fix ſomewhat upon 
Mr. Hallet, charging him 10 have ſpread their infa- 
mous books. If he means Arins detected, &c. I cant 
ſuſpect him: If The innocent vindicatcd, he utterly de- 
nies it. He adds: That he hath changed his doxo- 
Jogy both in prayer and ſinging. He kept to the com- 
mon doxology in prayer for the moſt part, aſcribing 
honour and glory to the Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt, and that to the laſt: and as to ſinging, he 
knows of no change he has made, nor did he ever 
ive the Clerks ſuch an order as I did : which ſhews 
the urgirig that in my caſe is only a ſorry excuſe for 
a bad cauſe, fince he who comply'd with them, met 


with no more favour than- I who would not. 0 
10 | 8 
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As to leaving out the word God in that Article 


of the communion of the Holy Ghoſt, in the be- 
nediction, he has two things to plead for himſelf: 
1. That St. Paul has done ſo too: 2. and eſpe- 
cially, That he conform'd to the great ſtandard of 
orthodoxy, Mr. John Lavington, who uſes to leave 
om in ide anner. e 154 153 20 BY 
Offence has been taken at Mr. Hallet's ſermons, to 
my certain knowledge, when he gave none. I have 
been preſent myſelf, when not a word has been 
ſaid about the Trinity, but he has inſiſted upon 
Chriſt's being the ſole king of his church, and that 
men ſhould make the ſcriptures the only rule of 
their faith and practice; and yet offence has been 
taken. One thing likewiſe which he ſometimes 
ſpoke of was offenſive, and that was perſecution, 


which was taken to be an inſinuation of a diſpoſi- 


tion in ſome to perſecute. I am ſorry it proved he 
had more foreſight than myſelf; but I leſs wonder 
at ſome peoples being offended at this, than at any 
thing elſe: for who is ſo barbarous not to ſtart at 
the ſuggeſtion of their being capable of a thing ſo 
wicked > Who would not preſently cry out with 
Hazael : But what is thy . ſervant a dog, that he ſhould 
do this great thing? 2 Kings viii. 1i1. 
H charges him with ſhewing much inconſtancy in 
his converſation atout the matters of his own faith. No 
anſwer can be given to. ſuch a general charge; but 
one thing I may perhaps innocently ſay, that if this 
be taken for a ſufficient ground to eject miniſters, 
ſeveral more may meet with the ſame fate: I mean 
thoſe who. ſometimes own, and at others diſown, 


Chriſt to have been the Son of God before his in» 


carnation. - | 

Bur, ſays he, to give inſtances of what has been done 
by theſe two miniſters, in order to propagate and ſtrengthen 
theſe notions, is « way of much more clamour and con- 
tention, than the bottom their accuſation reſts upon. The 


truth is the accuſation itſelf, according to his own 
a account, 
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account, has neither top-nor bottom, as we ſay ; but 
is all vain clamour, and unchriftian contention ? What 
a diſingenuous part do's he act, when he pretends 
we have done ſomewhat, and he could prove it, did 
it not tend to clamour and contention ? whereas we 
defy him to allege and prove a ſingle inſtance, and 
he has not yet done it. But tis the way of the 
man. When he ſpeaks of our preaching at the de- 
ſire of the Gentlemen, thus he comes off, p. 6. And 
in what manner the deity of Chriſt was defended in purſu- 
ance thereof, the citizens" nerd not be told. Deſignedly 
imputing ſome crime to us, tho we are not to 
know what it is, in order to our clearing ourſelves. 
I wiſh I could fee how I might lay all the blame 
of his conduct upon his underſtanding. © - 
Bur let us hear what the /orrom is, upon which 
our accuſation refts. And: tis this, as he tells us: 
That they have not, according to their lounden duty, uſed 
their endeavours to preach” down and diſconrage' thoſe 
dangerous errors. I remember nothing of this na- 
ture mention d at our trial and ejectment, and ſo 
tis very impertinent. But ſuppoſe it had been in- 
ſiſted on: was this a ſufficient cauſe of ejecting us? 
Muſt a miniſter be ejected, if he has not tlie ſame 
apprehenſion of the danger of an error, that per- 
haps his neighbours have: or can't follow them in 
all the wild conſequences. they would draw: from 
it? Or if he thinks it as dangerous as they do, is 
there a neceſſity Af his agreeing perfectly with their 
opinion of the proper methods of oppoſing it? 
Suppoſe he thinks a violent oppoſition will ſpread 
the error, as it has now been tried and found true: 
muſt he be ejected for that? or for being directed 
by his own prudence, rather than other mens? And 
why might not J, for inſtance, without offence, pay 
a greater deference to the judgment of Mr. Haller 
and Mr. Withers, than of Mr. Lavington, or even of 
the ſeven? Suppoſe a miniſter is conſcious of his 
own inability, and ſees the controverſy is: too * 
1:3 | for 
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for him, and therefore leaves it to thoſe who have 


more skill: will he by ſuch things deſerve an eject- 
ment? Nay ſuppoſe that he has actually gratified 
the deſires of people, and endeavour'd with all the 
plainneſs and evidence he could to clear the truth; 
and when he hath done ſo, is told he had better 


have let it alone, (as a modeſt brother very civily 


told me to my face, after I had preach'd upon the 
ſubject) and hereupon he is diſcourag'd from farther 
attempts: is this a ſufficient reaſon to eje&t him? 
Muſt every miniſter be caſt off that wants a parti- 
cular miniſter's great abilities, or can't talk after 
his learned manner ? If what he here ſays be true, 
That it was our duty to convince gainſayers ; I can't 
ſee but that others ſhould have been ejeaed at the 
ſame time with us; for I queſtion very much whe- . 
ther they have convinced. any ſuch : and if they 
ſhould be paid according to what they have done of 
that nature, they will come ſhort enough in their 
ſalary. His other ſpiteful inſinuations I paſs over. 

H = has a ſingular paſſage, p. 15. hat he calls an 


Inquiſition, worſe than that'sf Spain or Portugal,: is 


evideniiy one of the plaineſt duties in the world; that men 
ſhould be open in confeſſing their faith, when great and 
neceſſary reaſons call for it. There are three faults in 


this paſſage. The firſt is the ſmall one they call 


falſbood; for I ſaid not, that 'twas an inquifition, 
worſe than any in Spain; but that an inquiſition was 
as truly ſet up, as ever there was any iu Spain. If he 
takes this way, I deſire he will never pretend to be 
an explainer of my meaning. The ſecond fault 1 
charge the paſſage with is, that it is either down- 
right confuſion, or elſe a freſh inſtance of falſhood ;. 
for no one is ſo ſenſeleſs, as to call mens being open 
in confeſſing their faith an inquiſition. What I called 
ſo, was the putting ſuch teſts upon men to extort 
confeſſions from them. And if he can prove this 
the plaineſt duty in the world, he will deſer ve a noble 
penſion from the n in Hain and F700 1 
gung >> "Tg gal 
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gal. The third fault is, that tis impertinent ; be- 
cauſe every man mult judge for himſelf, and not this 
author for every man, when great and neceſſary rea- 
ſoas call for this open confeſſion. Beſides, the miniſters 
refuſed not an open confeſſion of their faith; they 
made it publickly in the pulpit ; they only refuſed 
to make it according to the teſt, which arbitrary 
men would impoſe upon them. 
ArrER I had ſpoken, Caſe, p. 7. of the ſeven 
miniſters pick'd out as fit for the purpoſe, I added : 
Had an equal number been choſen on both ſides, 
ö ſome good might have been expected: but theſe 
* miniſters, who were really parties in the contro- 
« yerſy, purſued no deſigns of peace.” And here he 
asks: How I can with any modeſtly urge this, fince Mr. 
_  Hallet and 7 both refuſed a ſolemn conference? The 
thing is plain enough. When they came, they 
came as arbitrators or jadges, and 'twas unjuſt 
that all the arbitrators ſhould be choſen by one fide 
in a quarrel. And certainly when they had the 
vanity to act in that capacity, and took upon them 
to judge in our quarrel, I had reaſon enough to in- 
_ fiſt upon it, as I did, that they ſhould. give no advice 
relating to me, without firſi hearing what I had to ſay, 
And let the world judge of the prudence-and equi- 
ty of thoſe ſeven. miniſters, by their not giving us 
à hearing. This which I propos'd was quite a diffe- 
rent thing from what had been before propos'd to 
me. I inſiſted upon hearing the accufation againit 
me, and the liberty of vindicating myſelf; but 
the offer made me was of a different nature; and 
let the world judge whether I did amiſs in refuſing 
ir. A certain miniſter then ſent his propoſal to 
Mr. MVthers, to be communicated to Mr. Hallet and 
myſelf; and afterwards I believe ſpake of it to 
us. It was, that a number of miniſters ſhould meet 
us ſtatedly, and talk over the texts of ſcripture re- 
lating to the controverſy; that if any text could 
not be anſwer' d at one time, they ſhould contider 
=n a Hibs | it 
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it againſt the next. All that J could perceive de- 
ſign'd in it, at beſt, was, to deal with us like per- 
ſons who were in ſome grievous error, in order to 
reclaim us; but I could not learn there v was any 
deſign of impartially ſearching for truth: it was 
to convince us, not to be convinced by us: and 
ſuch a conference I truly ſcorn'd. Beſides, I thought 
I already perceiv'd their ſtrength, and did not like 
to ſpend my time in what I apprehended would be 
an uſeleſs wrangling. And indeed ſome of thoſe, 
I ſuppoſed I muſt confer with, were men I could 
not much truſt; and I believe Mr. Hallet might be 
of the ſame mind. I remember when Mr. J/thers 
acquainted me with the motion firſt, he told me 
the anſwer he return 'd was: That tho' he was wil- 
ling to confer with any miniſters, he queſtion'd 
whether I would not think, that men who would 
_ cenſure me for my thoughts, would much more 
make me an offender for a word; or to that pur- 
poſe. And this writer ſhews plainly enough this 
was the deſign, when he tells us: It was farther pro- 
ford, That if any evil conſequences were apprehended 
likely to ariſe from ſuch conferences, every one ſhould 
ſubſcribe to keep all that paſt ſecret FOR A TIME. 
And ſo when that time was over, theſe gentlemen 
might uſe their diſcretion. One would think ſuch 
men had ſtudied the art of inſinuat ion, ſo ſucceſsful- 
ly practis d by the friends of the inquiſition abroad. 
And was it not prudent in us to avoid ſuch à con- 
ference? Who can tell what ſcraps of accuſation 
they would have pick'd up from a free diſcourſe? 
Whereas now our righteouſneſs ſhines as the light, and 
our judgment” as the n00n-day , and our judges them- 
ſelves are not able to give any tolcrable account 
what they condemn'd us for. Tis true when three 
of the ſeven came to me, I declin'd talking of the 
controverſy, for the ſame reaſon I mention d before. 
Beſides, I did not apprehend that I was under any 
obligation at all to talk over the controverſy eee 
them. 
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my judgment, was not un w 
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them. 1 inſiſted to them upon knowing what I was 

charged with, and found it lay in two things, viz. 
hat I would neither preach, nor print about the 
controverſy. I remember very well I let them know, 
that the ſame was the caſe as to moderate calviniſm, 
about which I neyer had, nor deſigned to preach ; 
tho I thought my ſentiments would have been a- 
greeable enough to the greater part of the people; 
and if the miniſters pretended to preſcribe to me 
what I ſhould print about, I ſhould ſcorn their mo- 
tion. 

The next paragraph relates to nothing in the Caſe. 
The truth is 3 wo Gentlemen of the congrega- 
tion ſcem'd more uneaſy than the reſt; they had 
talk d to me ſometimes, and tis very poſſible I might 
not ſatisfy them ; for they would be ſatisfied with 
nothing, unleſs I would fay as they did. Afterwards 
I was willing to try whether I could not convince 
them, that Ihad a vaſtly greater notion of the work 
of redemption than they could have. I underſtood- 
the great thing which ſtuck with them was, that my 
opinion overthrew that, and ſo our ſalvation ; and 
therefore I defir'd to talk freely with them; and the 
Gentleman who carried the meſſage to them, brought 
me word from them, that they would both come 
along with him, that we might diſcourſe the mat- 
ter; but they never came. So that if I were to give 
an invidious turn, I might ſay it was a fear of con- 


viction that kept them from fulfilling their promiſe, 


rather than the unſatisfactorineſs of former diſcourſe 


upon the ſubject, which would have kept them 


at firſt from making it. 

Hs next paragraph is a notorious falſiſication of 
my. words: I ſpeak of being heard by the Arbitra- 
tors, before they gave their verdict; he of a hearing 
before the Gentlemen. Nor is it true, that I. refu- 
{cd to declare my faith; for in points in which I was 
ſatisfied, and they could ha any right to demand 

willngeo declare it, in my 
own 


own, or in ſeripture words; the? I'would not be 
tied down to other mens, and. particularly thoſe of 


the ſeven. + 
H =. ſays, I complata of haſt; but has the modeſly 


not to tell in what reſpect, becauſe he could not de- 
clare that without bluſhing” for his friends. See 


Caſe, p 1 


duty openly to confeſs the faith we learn from 
thence, not that which men impoſe upon us. I ne- 
ver blame men for expreſſing the faith they think 
they have received from the ſcriptures, in their on 
words; I do the ſame myſelf, but J never make my 
own words a rule to others. | 

Ix he knows I ever inſiſt on any unſcriptural forms 
of words, that IT require men to aſſent to, let him 
ſhew it: I declare I do not. Nay, as I always in 
propoſing the Creed leave out the article of the De- 
ſcent of Chriſt into hell, becauſe I don't believe many 
_ underſtand it in the ſenſe in which 'tis true; fo I 
have declared, that if any one ſticks at any other 
article, I will either put it into ſeripture words, or 
leave it quite out. So that he may ſee I am very 
conſiſtent : and his certain reaſon for which he 2 — 
I ſcruple not the Apoſtles Creed, he may ſtill keep to 
himſelf; it can be none of mine, who don't know 


what it is. 
IN oO w come to the behaviour of the proprietors 


in ſhutting the doors againſt us, which I charge up- 


on them as a notorious act of injuſtice. He ſets 
down ſome words as tho they were mine, tho” they 
are not; and indeed I don't blame him much, that 
he did not produce my words; for the thing was 
too foul for him to tranſcribe, utffeſs he had been 
able to ſay ſomething in anſwer. A quite different 
repreſentation from mine was made of this matter, 
to juſtify their proceedings, before the Caſe appeat᷑ d; 
and loud outcrics were rais'd againſt the Caſe” at 


» 


I r SS will not underſtand” the! chings he writes a. 
bout, I cannot help ir. The' ſcripture makes it our 


firſt; but when they knew I could prove what I ſaid 
by ſubſtantial evidence, they grew cool upon this 
head, and now talk moderately, tho' they lay open 
their ſhame. He jumbles the Committee of 'thir- 
teen, and the four Proprietors together; and inſtead 
of anſwering what I objected againſt the proprie- 
tors, he talks of an objection, which he ſays was 
made againſt both. | They did, ſays he, act by them- 
Jelves, and for themſelves ; but they knew, and were well 
Aſſur d, that thoſe that love the truth would be of their 
mind in the main. Sure the ſeven Miniſters have left 
the Gentlemen in the lurch, as I thought they would, 
Caſe, p. 19. or I ſhould not be put off with ſuch a ſor- 
ry: anſwer. And however they may ſecretly ap- 
plaud the management, and triumph in the ſucceſs; 
yet I dont wonder that they are aſham'd to declare 

| openly to the world their approbation. Oh wretch- 
ed cauſe! that is forced to be expoſed in a ſibel, 
becauſe it can't procure ſo much as one perſon of 
any reputation publickly to ſet his name to the de- 
fence of it. Well, but let us conſide What he ſays. 
And pray whom are we to underſtand by thoſe that 
love the truth ? Why may not this be the character of 
ſuch as have impartially ſearched after it, as well 
as of thoſe who- have taken up with an 1mplicit 
faith? Or why may not this be the character of all, 
that they love the truth, however they may be in 
a miſtake abour it ? Certainly they who find they 
love the truth, may abate a little, without any 
diſparagement, of this air of infallibility, and allow 
that they themſelves may poſſibly be in the wrong, 
and that other men may love the truth as well as 
they. But put this now in plain Erng/ih, and ſup- 
poſe he means, as he-evidently does, that thoſe. 
who are of the mind of the Gentlemen are the on- 
ly men that love the truth; and then he muſt be 
underſtood to ſpeak ſuch a great matter as this: 
«© That the Gentlemen were well aſſured, that thoſe, 
ho were of their mind, would be of their mind. 
BW. | cc in 


(17) 
2 the main.” And who can make any doubt 
_— 7. ' 1-1, 

Bur I would have him conſider, that tis not 
men's love of the truth that gives them a right to in- 
juſtice ; nor is property, any more than dominion, 
founded in grace. If this matter be conſider'd with 
reference to the proprietors, it was a betraying of 
the truſt lodged in them by the people, as well as 
an injuſtice and oppreſſion towards the miniſters ; if 
it be conſidered with reference to the thirteen, tis 
an aſſuming of that right which does not belong to 
them. And indeed there is ſomewhat very aggrava- 
ting in their conduct: for tho* this controverſy has 
been afoot theſe two years, yet they never once call- 
ed the people together ; but at Jaſt rook upon them 
to proceed in ſuch a violent manner of their own 
heads, notwithſtanding there was an order agreed 
upon at the meeting of the contributers, that a 
meeting of them all ſhould be ſummon'd once every 
year; to whiigh agreement four of the preſent thir- 
teen have {nb{crib'd their hands, as I have ſeen in 
the inſtrument. | (5 

And ſure, ſays he, 'twas no unreaſonable thing to pre- 
ſume on their conſent, in a matter of ſuch moment. The 
greater the moment was of the matter, with the 
more caution, exactneſs and juſtice, ſhould they have 
proceeded. Beſides, they really did not preſume 
on the conſent of the people, but were afraid of the 
contrary ; as appears by the, declaration of one of 
the proprietors, who could not be unacquainted 
with the methods of the thirteen, in the finiſhing 
ſtroke of which he was to have ſo great a hand: See 
Caſe p. 13. He goes on, telling us, 'T was no unrea- 
ſonable thing zo ſuppoſe it to be no matter of doubt with 
them, whether they ſhould ſtand by the doctrine of the Tri- 
nity, or not; or whether they ſhou!d own the Son of God 
to be one God with the Father: This is nor the point, 
as appears by what has been already ſaid ; but is on- 
ly amuſement, to impoſe Tc and blind, the 9 
= 1 Ple; 
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ple. Or whether they Gould ſtand ly thoſe miniſters that 
vill not profeſs and defend the true faith: (he ſhould, 
have added, as it is contained in the ſcriptures, and 
not in the dictates of weak and fallible men;) or leave. 
the meeting houſes open to ſuch. By the very ſame right 
they might have diſpoſed of any part of the people's 
eſtates, to ſupport the ſame cauſe, preſuming they 
were willing to be ſo uſed. I put it to this writer, 
whether the right was not the people's ? whether he 
believes in his conſcience the people ever had the 
leaſt thought of intruſting them with ſuch. a power 
as they aſſumed ? whether all the rules of equity and 
juſtice did not require they ſhould be conſulted in 
the caſe, and that nothing ſhould. be done which 
the. people had not impowered them to do without 
their concurrence? The Committee therefore, tho acting 
Fer themſelves, yet were fully perſuaded that the people 
weuld concur with them herein. This is no more a ju- 
ſtification of the committee, than it would be a ju- 
ſtiſication of a judge, ho condemn'daman without 
the verdict gf a jury, to plead, that h&Was fully per- 
ſuaded a jury would have concur d with him therein. 
Nor were they diſappointed, in their hopes; for they have 
hail their, brethren together, in à . great body, who then 
declar'd themſelves fally ſatisfied-in the meaſures that have 
been taken for the ſecurity of their faith, and heartily thank- 
ed them for it. | I anſwer, 1. That it is no juſtificati- 
on of the arbitrary pr occedings of a judge, who 
paſſes and executes a ſentence, that he after wards 
calls a jary together to approve of hat he has done; 
much leſs is this a juſtification of one who acts after 
that rate, aſſuming the office of a judge, tho he 
was never, antruſſed with zit. 2. The queſtion 18, 
Whether what. the thirteen, and eſpecially. what the 
proprietors, did, was juſt and equitable in the do- 
ing? If it was not ſo then,, it was not in the people's 
power, by: their ſubſequent approbation, to:alter the 
nature of things, and make an unjuſt act to become 
| his v Suppoſing that the meeting he talks of eng 
1210 & cen 
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been the proper judges, yet was ever ſuch à thing as 
this known, that the accuſers alone ſhould be heard, 
and the accuſed not have liberty to anſwer before 
their judges for themſelves? Heathens would bluſh 
at ſuch proceedings, Acts xxv. 16. Thus we were 
dealt with at their meeting: things were laid to our 
charge, and we never heard. 3. Not a great body, but 
the whole body of the people, the ſame that choſe us 
had the right of judgment; -whereas this was not 
the whole body of the people, but a juno, or ca- 
bal of perſons ſuppos'd to be of the ſame ſide: for 
the ſummons for their meeting was not general, but 
they left out ſuch as they thought - would oppoſe 1 
them; and when ſome of the miniſters friends, tho | | 


not ſummon'd, ſent to know whether they might 
come among them, they were refus d. And in the 
whole of their proceedings ſo little regard was had 
to juſtice, as that it was defted, and the leaſt colour 
and ſhew-ofgit. was avoided. 4. To that meeting I 
may juſtly WPpolc another, when the ejected mini- 
ſters ſent a fair ſummons indifferently to all to meet 
them, and complained to thoſe that mer them, who 
were not a'few, of the arbitrarineſs and injuſtice of 
what had been done againſt them; and that arbitra- 
rineſs and injuſtice was condemn'd, and the mini- 
ſters conduct approv'd, nemine contradicent :. 
HE ſays: Mr. Peirce ſuggiſis, That he would have 
had thoſe that were diſſatisfied to have withdrawn 
and left the place, i. e. He would have had at leaſt five 
parts in fix to have gone out of a houſe which was their 
own, and have left it to thoſe who would have altercd 
their faith and manner of worſhip. I ſuggeſted not 
that I would have had the greater number to give 
place to the leſs ; but that they ought to have tried 
which was greater, and have left rhe matter wholly 
to the deciſion of the body: and truly had this-becn 
fairly done, I queſtion much whether the greater 
number had not then been on the miniſters ſide. 
Bat had thoſe of the proprietors fide been not only 
a Jed five 
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five in ſix, but even nineteen in twent , they ER 
to have withdrawn; unleſs they wou have put the 
matter to a fair trial, and turn'd out the miniſters 
only hy juſt proceedings. And to ſay the houſe was 
their own is abſurd; it as much belong'd to one as 
another, and was to be diſpos'd of wholly by the 
majority. Nor did we attempt to alter their faith 

r manner of worſhip < for J hope a ſcripture-worſhip 
T what they are for; and I ſuppoſe they will not. 
charge me with altering my worſhip from what it 
was, when they moſt approv'd it. And now we 


heartily join with them in their appeal 70. all the world., 


whether this be equitable. The queſtion is not, Whe- 
ther the greater number, or the leſs, ſhould have 
1 ph but, which was the greater or the leſs? 
which could only appear by calling them rogether, 
and leaving the matter ta them. And as the mini- 
ſters were put in poſſeſſion by the whole body, no- 
thing leſs than a majority could rightſylly cje& them; 
and if thoſe who were the majority Illy, would 
not venture their cauſe upon a fair trial, they ought 
to have left the place to the others, who were will- 
ing to abide in it. But I have yet another thing to 
mention on this occaſion; and that is, Suppoſing 
the proprietors ſide had been, according to this re- 
preſentation, five to one, and that they had by due 
proceedings turn'd out the other from the larger 
meeting; yet ſince they did not like to join with 
them in the worſhip of God, was it not cruel not 
to grant em one of the three places of worſhip ? 

Had they been allowed the ſmalleſt place, it would 
not haye been diſproportion'd to his own account 
of their number. If they-might not be ſuffer'd to 
worſhip God with their brethren, ſhould they not be 
allow'd to worſhip God at all? Why ſhould they 
haye been diſtreſs'd in ſuch an arbitrary and cruel 
manner 2 

Byr, as he ſays, I do inf, That this ſhould have 
Prem try d by a vote. Ang] I think his anſwer is 


| little 


(257 
little to the purpoſe, when he ſays, This we acknow- 
ledge, would have been a regular way, and ſuch as we 
world have choſen in an ordinary caſe. I ſuppoſe, by an 
ordinary caſe, he means ſuch a caſe, where they 
could be ſure of carrying their point in a regular 
way; and by a regular way, he muſt mean a way 
that is according to the rules of juſtice and equity ; 
if he docs not, I would fain have him ſhew how _ 
it can be clear d from, what I charg'd it with, be- 
ing «njuft and oppreſſive, And he ought to have con- 
ſider d, that the rules of juſtice are calculated for 
extraordinary, as well as ordinary caſes; and that 
no caſe can juſtify ſuch a palpable and deliberate. 

tranſgreſſion of them. Tis upon this fact eſpecially, 
as ſtated in the Caſe, that I ground my charge of in- 

juſtice in the ejectment; and tho' my repreſentation 
was molt ſadly complain'd of at firſt, yet now it ap- 
pears to all the world to be, in every part of it, juſt 
and true; and they who are the moſt-concern'd, ac 
nat able to ſay any thing at all to diſprove it. As 
little to the purpoſe is what he ſays, in the next 
place, to juſtify theſe proceedings, pretending the 
roprietors acting alone in this affair, was, becauſe they 
thought the doctrine of the Trinity, and the deity of 
Chriſt, were too great matters to be offered to the vote, or 
made the ſubject of contention. Now, in anſwer to 
this, I deſire to offer theſe things to their conſidera- 
tion: 1. That the referring it to the people to vote 
for, or againſt our ejectment, is not a putting the 
Trinity, or deity of Chriſt to a vote. This is only 
an artful miſrepreſentation of the matter. 2. There 
is no greater ſacredneſs in the four proprietors, than 
in the body of of the church ; nay, as the one owe 
their conſtitution to the laws of Chriſt, and the o- 
ther are a contrivance for the ſake of the law of the 
land, more reſpect was to be paid to the vote of the 
Church, than to the vote of the four; and yet, I 
ſappoſe, the four ejected us by agreement, which 
is the ſame thing as by vote, 3. If the pretended _ 
| > 5 matters 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


( * N ) 


matters wete too great to be put to a vote, why did 


ſome people ſhew thenffelves ſo well pleaſed that the 


ſame were this ſeſſion put to the vote in both hou- 


ſes? 4. Theit practice carries in it the moſt injuri- 


dus reflection upon the ever · bleſſed God, as tho he 
loved robbery for burn'. offering, or his truth and cauſe 


could ever need to be ſupported by methods of op- 


Yreffion and injuſtice... How could this writer avoid 


thinking of theſe expoſtulations, which may as 


ſtrongly be urged againſt acting as ſpeaking ? Job 
X11. 7, 8. Will he fpeak wickedly for God? , and talk 
deceitfully for him? 3/1 ye accept his perſon?" Vu 
ye contend for God ? Is it good that he ſhould ſearch you 
but? or af one man mocketh another, do ye ſo mock him? 
5. Is not this down right perſecution? Ts not here 
an unjuſt depriving men of their right and property, 


P for the ſake of a ſuppoſed error in their judgment ? 


nd if that is not, what can be perſecution? 6, 


Have not the Diſſenters, who have acted in this man- 


ner, or abetted thoſe that have, juſtified the oppreſ. 
ſions they uſed to complain of in their adverſaries? 
Why might not they as well oppreſs to ſecure epi/- 
copacy, which they pretend to be abſolutely neceſſa- 
ry ; as the Diſſenters do the ſame, for the ſake of 
any thing they pretend to be a neceſſary and 
important truth? With what face can they blame 
them for impoſing teſts upon miniſters, when they 
practice the ſame thing themſelves ? or why ſhduld' 
they charge them as ſetting up for infallibility, 
when they proceed in the ſame manner with them? 
I muſt own, I am for abſolute liberty in matters of 
religion, and againſt any man's being perſecuted for 
the ſake of his religious principles, that do not af- 


fect the civil ſtate. This I have over and over de- 


clar d to the world; and I thought the Diſſenters 


generally, a very few only excepted, had been 


of my mind. In the ſimplicity of my heart, I judg'd 
them to be as ſincere in their concern for the only 
ground of our toleration, as I am myſelf; and more 
8 ä par- 
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1 did 1 think ſo of my own flock, who had 

teſtify d their liking of what I had written againſt 
perſecution, in my indication of. the. Diſſenters againſt 
Dr. Nichols, and my Letter to Dr; Snape. I am very 
ſorry. to find myſelf now convinced, I have been in 
a: conſiderable miſtake concerningthem; tho Lown, 
and bleſs God for it, there are a great many Diſſen- 
ters, and eſpecially in London, ho underſtand the 
foundations of their cauſe, and have ſhew'd them 
ſelves zealous for liberty. But as to the reſt, I frank- 
ly now declare my judgment, that they have fore- 
ver ſtopp'd the mouths of all advocates for them 
and their cauſe, that will pretend to talk conſiſtent- 
ly; nor is it a poſſible thing for a man of ſenſe to 
defend them; and I profeſs myſelf a diſſenter from 
all ſuch Piſſenters; and J long to ſee the time, which 
theſe things ſeem working to, when the friends of 
liberty ſhall be form d into one party, without any ,, 


ſubdiviſion, being able to bear and join with one 


another, notwithſtanding their different ſentiments 
about abſtruſe matters, or modes of worſhip. And 
I -hope+it will pleaſe God to incline the hearts of 
our ſenators, not to regard the ill uſe ſome Diſſenters 
may have made of the liberty granted them, by their 
endeavours to break in upon the liberty of others; 
but rather to contrive to eaſe the true friends of li- 
berty of all burthens that lie upon them, that ſo ſuch 
a union may become the more practicable. | 

IT come now to the Gentlemens Paper relating 
to the account I gave in the Caſe of our conference; 
with them. T hey object againſt me four articles 
which I will diſtin&ly ſpeak to. 

L. In general then we ſay, the conference is greath 5 
repreſented ; for be bath omitted ſome things that were of 
fer d, and were very material : As particularly, that it 
was propoſed, He wonld accept of the miniſters aſſenting 
10 the true and proper dæiiy of Chriſt, either in the words of 
the propoſition then before them, or of the firſt article of the 
Church: of England, or of the fixth Auſwer in the Aſſem- 
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blies Catechiſm, or 5 the eo Wl of. the mittiftere 
ener. in our city in September, 1718, whereas My, 
irce only mentions the firſt, and omits the other three. 
"TansSWER, I. That I could have no deſign in - 
Aieting the mention of theſe three things, becauſe 
as they were propos d to us in 4 former conference 
in November, as is related in this Pamphlet, p. 6. ſo 
it was always my intention, in the larger Caſe I am pre- 
_ paring, to mention them particularly. 2. I could nor 
fairly mention theſe three things as propos d at that 
conference, becauſe I did not then, nor do I now, 
remember that they were particularly mentioned. 
Once indeed I remember that one of the Gentlemen 
took notice that three things were propos d to us 
at a former conference; but 1 jadg d what he ſald 
to have been purely his own motion, without any 
previous agreement of the Gentlemen: and I am apt 
to think that he did not particularly name the three 
hie but that if he deſign'd it, ſome other dif- 
rſe interrupted and prevented him. This I can ſay, 
that I caunot remember his particularly reckoning 
them up, tho I knew well enough what they were. 
3. 1 believe every one preſent muſt remember and 
own, that the great thing inſiſted on, and urged thro* 
the whole conference, was that article of the ſeven ; 
and I have more reaſon to think, that the pretence 
now alleg'd is a mere ſhift; becauſe when I ſpoke 
with one of the Gentlemen before the conference, 
and ask'd him what we were to do at it, he told me 
the thing that would be put to us, was to own that 
the Son of God' was one God with the Father, and 
mention'd nothing elſe. I might add too, that had 
the firſt article of the church of England been fo par- 
ricularly mention'd, why may it not be thought pro- 
bable, that Mr. Withers would then rather have ac 
cepted it, than be ejected with us? 
II. He hath miſrepreſented even that which was ſaid, | 
not relating it right, either as to the manner, or method 
in er is was ſpoken : and tho this is not very 2 * 
rial 
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rial in itfelf ;- yet it len, 'the conference e 

5 tepid med, but artfully ſit dut ro ſerve a Af 

8 198 bot be ſup ppos d. thar any man; 11 lating! 
futh # conference, can be always ferute that he te- 


*. 


_ fates every thing Juſt in the fe order in which it F: 


was Avoken, 15 can truly I. related it as near as 
IQ colt in the true fit; nor cat I low recol- 
lect any one miſtake I 5 made therein. I deſire 
I may be help d by them th put it in 4 bette order, 
5 ain __ lager aebi appears. I know of no 
rv'd, ot bes ed to tle art for; the 


naked refaion of the fact being every way | ſifficient 


— anſwer my deſign. And if this charge is mr, as 1 | 


very material, I think it had been full as 


e the ten ſubſcribers, if they had nor 
graces it with their mer at the bottom. And that 


paring the accounts which are given of the temptati- 
ons of our Savjour in Marth iv. and Luke iv; for the 
two latter of them are not related in the ſame order, 
and conſequently cannot botli be related in their na- 
tural order; ſo hae the Pert y eren accuſe one of the E- 
vangeliſts themſelves for the ſame defect they do me. 
III. He hath repreſents ſeveral things ur ſpoken at 
this conference, © which we are ſatisfied wire not menti- 
ond there at all; and particularly from yo words, p. 1 . 
L 22. 1 here they EG cn two paſſages they pre- | 

tend 1 did not ſpeàł at the conference. 

Now, as to the latter of theſe, 1 "Jas fo very 
particular aid diſtinet a remembrance both of my 
ſpeaking it, and tlie occaſion of my ſpeaking it, that 
I could confirm the account T have given of it with 
the molt ſolemn oath. remember very well, Ithought 
they were very cloſe and reſerv d in their deſigns, and 
= not care to let us into whar they were about to 
0; Which don now much wonder at: one end 
— J had in peaking as I ſay I did, was to pump 
out of them, if poſlible, what they purpos d to do; 


and 29 1 had no Faber from t chem, T realty appre- 
D ny 


this cavil is very unreaſonable, may appeat by com- 


(6-2 4 
hended the. reaſon of that was, becauſe they wonld _ 
avoid diſcovering their deſign. Concerning this 
paſſage therefore 1 a ſure and poſitive, 
I 50 not make much doubt, that I ſpake the 0+ 
ther alſo; but the reaſon why Iwill not be ſo poſitive 
about that, as the other, is this; that I had ſo often 
ſpoken the ſame thing in all companies, before that 
conference, that it was not ſo eaſy to ſay diſtipaly 
where I had ſpoken it, and where, I did not. Tis 
poſſible, that as this was the often declar d fehſe of 
my mind, which I fully purpoſed to declare there 
too, I might think I had expreſs d myſelf ſo, tho 
ſomewhat might put me by the doing it. And ſup- 
poling I had not ſpoken in the conference to that pur- 
poſe, I believe it was well known to have been be: 
fore my, declared ſenſe, ſo that they would not be 
the mote excuſable in their proceedings. But, after 
all, I am verily perſuaded I did ſpeak ſo; and if the 
Gentleman who ſaid to me, Then ue have jour ans, 
wer, will pleaſe to recolle& himſelf, I am perſuaded 
e will remember, it was upon my ſpeaking in the 
manner 1 did, that he reply d ſo to me. And as we 
were ſometimes talking two or three in one compa» 
ny, and two or three in another, this might occaſi- 
on what I ſaid not to be taken notice of; eſpecially 
if 1 happend to ſpeak it to ſuch. as TN 
to remember it, thro the concern and ſurprize they 
were in, as he expreſſes it in the next article. And 
I think verily their deny ing my ſpeaking theſe words 
is the leſs to be regarded, ſince they as much deny | 
the other, which I can ſolemnly declare I did ſpeak, 
and well remember to whom I directed them. 
IV. And whereas Mr. Peirce, ſiggelii, jth, feet: 
the final meſſage mentioned,. p. 14. as. if ſome, of the com- 
mittee knew nothing of it; we certify, that it .way, put to 
rhe vote, whether we ſhould fone the miniſters a ſecond 
time, and. reſolved in the negative, Aud when. they were 
conſulting,. who ſbould let the, miniſters know, it, aud one 
Shu t0.do'it ait d, What, ſhall I ſay ? it was;repli- 


an 
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| ed, What yu will. Then be ſaid, I will tell them if 


they have no more to ſay to us, we have no more 
to ſay to them. And when returned, being ask'd ubat 


he had ſaid, he repeated the ſame wo-ds. And if thit wat 
not remembered ly any then preſent, it muſt be imputed to 
that concern and ſurpriſe they were in, when engaged im ſo 
melancholy a work, tho” ſo "abſolutely neceſſary for the pre- 
ſervation'f truth. And is not this a confirmation of 
what I fay ? If two of the twelve (for no more were 
preſent) Knew nor of the meſſage, as may be the caſe, 
ſince only ten ſubfcribe this paper, may not what 1 
ſay be true, flotwithſtanding this ſubſcriptionꝰ Two 
only might declare they knew nothing of the an- 


00 


ſwer, and they are ſufficient to juſtify my ſaying; ſome 


declnye, &. Hut beſides the two nonſubſcribers; one 
of eh I knew declar'd a8 I ſaid, I can name two 


of che ifubſeribers, who declated the ſame thing be- 
fote witheſſes ; who therefore "muſt now ſubſcribe to 
is, eiche upon the credit of others, or elſe upon 
their being” Help 'd by their friends to recollect a mar- 
ter they had forgoten, when they made that detla- 

tation. But let that be how eit will; I, who can 


produce mpvonchers;* befide my own teſtimony. 


am notHiable"to' any reflection upon this account. I 
pretended not to know any thing of what they tranſ- 
acted together, any farther than as I had it from 
themſelves. «And ſince the meſſage is now own d to 
be true ii my account, I leave every man to judge, 


as he thinks fit, of the deceniy of it, and whether 
it was conſiſtent with the declaration they had juſt 


before made of their intention to part amicabl. 
I nave done with the Gentlemens Paper; and, now 
I take my leave of them, declare that however tranſ- 
ported they have been to ſome acts, not only of In- 
decency, but Injuſt ice, thro' the heat of their miſguid- 
ed zeal, Iſhall always honour and reſpe& them; and 
it is my ſincere deſire, that no injury they have done 
me may ever be laid to their charge; for 7 wort that 
thro” ignorance they did is, Only let me ſay, as the Book 


3 5 D | ; T6 


0 28 
"in effet owns the main of my » 37%é 
taken was pot regular; ſol moſh that there had been 

1 ſome ſmall nee d. But if they never 
mould come to have any, I pray God to accept of 

that ge eral n which douht not they live : 
in the daily. exerciſe of. As to the Gentleman in | 
-whoſc'hands the declaration: of the ten, ſubſcribers 
was left, I ſhall only ſay, that if the pi 55 of leaving 
it with him was to make the world . 1875 19 be - 
approv'd of theſe proceedings, they, haye | 
wrong; for he utterly diſlikes them, ag irregular. puns] 

. arkitray, and reſents the little trick whereby that 
paper; was, without. his knowing any thing, of the 
defign,, put into his keeping. 6 

_  Tzzauthor of the, Pamphlet now comes on again, 

p. 17. He chargeth, ſays he, alittle book, latel ly publiſbe 
entitled, Arius detected, with weakneſs and malice: 
might well doſo, tho my word is not mae buy 
bitterneſs z and ſaith, All, wiſe men will deſpiſe it. My 
words were: As to men of ſenſe, we know they cannot 
« hut deſpiſe it.” But here he had to cha 
them, that he might make his turn upon me come ig 
the more handſomly. He ſhould, ſays he, fuffer foo!s 
gladly, ſeeing be himſelf is wiſe, I have with tolerable 
patience born with ſome mens folly ; hut I think he 

is very, wrong, if he imagines, that L will juſtify 
a writer in playing the / {oY egregiouſly, or make it 
unlawful for another to deſpiſe his management. And 
as for myſelf, Lmake no ee of my wiſdom, 2 

my whole conduct is this affair will juſtify me, that, 
I am not wiſe in that ſenſe, in which the apoſtle 
ſpeaks of the Corinthians as being wiſe ; for I do not 

7 fer it, if a man ; would bring me into bondage, 2 Cor. 
xl. 19, 20. He ſays: II by fuck Fuels, and 2 books, 
we Hope ſuch;wiſe men as be ſhall be rebuked.” Tis poſlible ; 
for better men than I haye been liable to, and depre> 
cated the ſame judgment: and 1 hope I map, without 
offence, pray. with David, according to the old tran- 


gelen, Bf XXXiX. 9. Deliver me from al mine offences - 
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ake me ny 4.6 qke 0 the fooliſh, It mnt be. a 
gu needs ſo ſorry an LO they mut 
2 27 18380 who can be impas'd;ypon by ſuchan 
2 000 cenſure. was pals d upon the 
Rock b K by. as gaod judges as any {gy and I fear 
hurt to my, cauſe. 1 f that nature, 
ere 9 80 will youchſafe to read on both ſides 
ps. hi writer would, 72 care they /hould. 
| he lf $. 4 pain, r. Wh 5 that Famphlet 
45 fi © aa {wer has been uns 
by fn who, i is 6 ſufficient for the work, 
1 not want for ane e unt the | 
WT * +508 thar it charg harges us with thin | 
$4A1D of t j 
3 + 4 not own, as that Chriſt is 4 Una &c. 25 
(bange, he ſays, 16 ſcarcely true ; If it be ſcarcely true, it 
$ true; 3s the. righteous are faxed, who are Wee 
Fs me thing is frequently charged u 
8. I have Nee what they think o e. 
extrgordinary er So, p- 9. this is made 
9 of- Chriſt. Again 6 {ays, Bag: The Arians, 
while they bold Chrift ta he lui * — pray direliin 
28 e 375 361. 98 Wha 0's on: for 
tb look only argues, that a voluntary proquſtion is a crea» 
ture ;. but doth not afſers, that theſe men, um Cbriſi to bs 
But whence can he gather their, notion, but from 
che ir eee And if he {i ous this is our notion, 
x that the ſame. thing? A do $ 7 know, 
0 WA {t is a yoluntary prod 'on,? He knows. 
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hay Ae A z wy By — _ 7 Krins:, We Jay. 6 
it is hard to kuotu what the en, oginion of 171 wat; 
as it was, for Arius hiinjelf ta know His ae ch 
was ripen d. And is not this a wonderful reaſon? 85 
it be hard to know. what his opinions were, wil 
privilege him at random to give men, 4 
F "5 m0 yPon them ? Pray, where is the 
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_ © on ; and the church that I am of is the chriſt: 
4 church But muſt you know what ſect or patty 


Nx. | 
to it; the ſame word that we have Hed. i. 2.) andal- 


N) 


Fug us the Uiſciples'of Aria, if he don't know'whit- 


his opinions were ? Bur xis no hard matter to know 
what the peculiar opinions of Ariu were. If he will 


read a Letter of Alexander the Bp. öf Alexandria, ir 


Socrates's hiftory, L. 1. c. 6. and Ariuss dn two Letter 
m Epiphanius, he may ſee them plain enough. But 
what right has he to give names of reproach to any 
of bis fellow Chtiſtians? Do's he like it when it comes 
to his on turn to be ſo ſerved ? How do's he like 


c be called Aeriau, Sbelian, Donatiſt; Fanazit, Schiſ. 


matic, Cromwellian; or any other name of teproach? 
But FE will direct this writer, in the words of Mr. 
Baxter, in anſwer to one who knew not what to call 
him. If, ſays be, you know not, I will tell you: I 
am 'a Chriſtian, a mere Chriſtian, of no other religi- 

hurch that I am of is the chriſtian 
am of? I am apainſt all ſe&s and dividing pat. 
ties And now you know yoiꝛe own deßtus, 
4 y ut tongue is yout O; and who can controut 
«'you, whatever yu will call us? But 1, and ſuch 


„ others, call our ſelves mere chriſtians, or catholic 
«@' chriſtians, again | | 

«haters both of trac hereſy and ſchiſm,” and proud, 

< unrighteous,. hereticating and aig. 


inſt all ſects and-{e&tarian names, and 


Church Hiſtory, in the ſecoud preface. | 

Wi, but be is fyre the opinions wow going were 
the main opinions , the Arians, and accounted” Arian 
Prixciples. And now let the reader mind what theſ 
are,, as he takes them from Mr. Baxter. One Ari, 
principle is, That there are three ſub/iſtences or perſons, Fa- 

ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. This uſed to be accounted _ 
orthodox enough: and ſo did the next Arian princi- 
ple, That God did from all eternity beget his ouly ſon, 1) 
whom he made time (the worlds rather; tis ſæcula in 


. 


Baxter, and , in Epiphanius, from whom he 


the as to the next two Arian principles, I am not 


11 
1 chargcable with them; and the laſt is not in Artus 


own 
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owh Letters in Epiphanius. And ſince this writer wilt © 73 
ſo perpetually take it for granted, that j aſfirm Chriſt 
to be a voluntary production, I deſire to know upon 
what evidence he do's it. For I am ſure I nevet fad, 
any ſuch thing. And this is no quibble or equiusa ins 
whatever he may pleaſe to ſuggeſt to the contxatßj L 
wiſh he would write as honeſtly as Ido; he would 
not then ſay, Thar their plain and evident duty to ſo great 
truths, as the doctrine of the Trinity, and the true deity 
of Chriſt, compell d them to do what they have done. For 
there is no duty that can compel men to acts of ſuch 
injuſtice, as his friends are now convicted of. Juſtice 
is all L have ever deſir d from them in the caſe; and 
as to compaſſion to my perſon, or family, I thank God I 
am above the asking it. If there be any compaſſion I 
deſire, tis truly this; that by healing the breach - 
mong the people, and uniting them again in affection 
and communion, a way may be made for me to re- 
tire with a good conſcience from the ſtation Iam in, 
till theſe calamities be (How long! Lord, ere theß 
ſhall be) overpaſt. I never in the leaſt conteſted the 
people's right to chuſe, or eject their miniſters, Had 
what is done been their act, and would they have 
held together, I had quietly acquieſced in being laid 
aſide, as one who has choſen a new faith; tho' I am 
well-ſatisfied my faith is as old as the New Teſta- 
ment, from whence I received it. 85 
He appeals, in his laſt. paragraph, to the whole 
world, whether they had not juſi cauſe of uneaſineſs.2. 
which is not the point in queſtion: for that is, whe- 
ther they have taken juſt meaſures to make them- 
ſelves eaſy? I deny; however that I gave them any 
juſt cauſe of uneaſineſs, if they will hold to their on 
principle, that the ſcriptures are the only rule of 
of faith and worſhip. He farther appeals ; Mbetber 
it. be a crime in them, that they can't be ſatisfied to „t 


under the miniſtry , one, who will not ouun the 
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God to be one God with the Father? He ſhouldhave © 
ſaid, if he would have ſpoken fairly, that owns every 
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| thing the ſcripture ſays of the Son of God; but in 
= bear to haue the words of none but Chriſt impos'd 
upon him, as a telt of his faith. Nor wonbip or give 
=. * to the Holy Ghoſt as God at all: I have much ſatis - 


jon in my having herein kept cloſe to the ſorip- 
ture; and queſtion very much, whether with their 
principles they could have been eaſy under the mini- 
ſtry of the apoſtles themſelves. I am very ſure my 
worſhip in this reſpe& was unexceptionable; and 
they are not able to produce ſo much as one doxolo- 
2 in the ſcripture, that ſpeaks as they would have 
ad me do. But this is all foreign to the buſineſs: 
My complaint in the Caſe is of the violent and arbi- 
trary meaſures by which they ejected me. Or, be- 
cauſe we can t join in Communion with thoſe who declare, 
Tis no fin to ſay Chriſt is a creature, or deny the 
deity of the Holy Ghoſt. All this is nothing to me, 
who am not charged with either of theſe things my- 
ſelf, and hoped I ſhould not have been anſwerable 
for what was done by other men. But as to the 
expreſſions alleged, the perſon charg d with'the'lat- 
ter denies the charge: and as far as I can learn, there 
is good reaſon 0 believe he ſaid no ſuch thing as is 
pretended. He that is charged with the former ex- 
preſſion gives this account of himſelf: That being 
in company, a certain perſon ſaid, There are mam 
that ſay Chriſt is but a creature: to which he anſwer'd; 
I know none that ſay ſo; I never ſaid ſo, The perſon 
complaining grievouſſy of thoſe that did, he reply d, 
That tho he had not ſaid ſo, yet ſuppoſing any one, upon 
miſtaking two texts of ſcripture, ſhould ſay ſo, 'he would 
not ſay he find: adding this as his reaſon, That 
' as be would not make that a duty which the | ſcripture 
had' not made a duty, fo he would not make that a fit 
which the ſcripture did not make a fin. And certainly 
ſuch an expreſſion does not render a man unfit for 
1 Iſtians ro Join in communion with — | 
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